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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1. The lengthy specification has not been checked to the extent necessary to determine the 
presence of all possible minor errors. Applicant's cooperation is requested in correcting any 
errors of which applicant may become aware in the specification. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 19 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

In claim 19, it is suggested to change "the multimedia file provider server" to - a 
multimedia file provider server—. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. The factual inquiries set forth in Grahamy. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

5. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
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claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not conmionly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
6. Claims 1-3, 10, 12, 13, 21 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent Application Publication 2002/0035692 Al to Moriai in view of 
U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2006/0136773 Al to Kespohl et al. 

For claims 1-3 and 10, Moriai teach a method for providing multimedia service in a 
mobile terminal (fig. 1 100) comprising the steps of: 

(a) generating (paragraph 53 line 6) and storing a package data (paragraph 53 lines 8-10) 
and a predetermined multimedia file (paragraph 53 line 7); and 

(b) downloading the package data (paragraph 52 line 2) according to a previously set 
condition (paragraph 52 line 3 "requesting a data distribution" it is inherent that this condition is 
preset otherwise there would be no way to obtain the content) to the mobile terminal through a 
communication network (fig. 1 element 20). 

Wherein the previously set condition is to receive a download requesting message of the 
multimedia file from the mobile terminal (paragraph 52 hne 3 "requesting a data distribution" 
can be considered to be a download requesting message). 

For claims 1-3 and 10, Moriai discloses all the subject matter of the claimed invention 
with the exception of the content being subject to a stored execution condition as recited in claim 
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1, the content being executing if the condition is satisfied as recited in claim 2 and the execution 
condition being a key signal as recited in claim 3. 

Starting multimedia files (audio or video) subject to an execution condition is well known 
in the art and applied in numerous instances in a broad range of consumer electronic devices. For 
example, in a related field of endeavor, Kespohl et al. teach a mobile communication device 
including a music player, wherein a music file is executed (paragraph 60 lines 7-9) through the 
use of a key signal (inherent this would be coming from fig. 2 100). It is inherent that the device 
has an execution condition stored otherwise the music file would be no be able to be executed. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the 
method as taught to include the use of an execution condition as taught by Kespohl et al. to 
execute the multimedia file. The motivation for doing so is to allow the user to execute the file. 

Claim 21 is rejected for the same reason as claim 3. 

Regarding claim 24, the modification to arrive at claim 21 included a key signal coming 
from what can be considered a special key (element 100). 

For claim 12, Moriai discloses a method for providing multimedia services in a mobile 
terminal comprising the steps of: 

(a) generating (paragraph 53 line 6) and storing a package data (paragraph 53 lines 8-10) 
and a predetermined multimedia file (paragraph 53 line 7); and 

(b) downloading the package data (paragraph 52 line 2) according to a previously set 
condition (paragraph 52 line 3 "requesting a data distribution" it is inherent that this condition is 
preset otherwise there would be no way to obtain the content) to the mobile terminal through a 
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communication network (fig. 1 element 20) and storing the package data in the memory part of 
the mobile terminal (fig. 7 1 10 and see column 5 lines 18-20). 

For claim 12, Moriai discloses all the subject matter of the claimed invention with the 
exception of the file having an execution condition being set, the file being selected according to 
the execution and executing the multimedia file according to the execution condition if the 
execution condition is satisfied in the mobile terminal receiving the package data. 

Selecting and starting multimedia files (audio or video) subject to an execution condition 
is well known in the art and applied in numerous instances in a broad range of consumer 
electronic devices. For example, in a related field of endeavor, Kespohl et al. teach a mobile 
communication device including a music player, wherein a music file is executed (paragraph 60 
lines 7-9) through a selection made through the use of a key signal (inherent this would be 
coming from fig. 2 100). It is inherent that the device has an execution condition stored 
otherwise the music file would be no be able to be executed. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the method as taught to include the 
use of an execution condition as taught by Kespohl et al. to execute the multimedia file. The 
motivation for doing so is to allow the user to execute the file. 

Regarding claim 13, Moriai disclosed the multimedia data including at least one of video, 
audio and text (audio specifically see fig. 7 1216 and paragraph 28 line 5). 
7. Claims 4, 16 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Moriai in view of Kespohl et al. as applied to claim 3, 12 and 21 above, and further in view of 
"Changing Faces - The Ericsson A2618s(Part 1/2)" to Lim. 
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For claim 4, Moriai as modified by Kespohl et al. do not teach the key signal being one 
of a starting key signal, call receiving signal, call sending signal, an ending key signal, or an 
internet connecting key signal. 

Lim discloses in a review of the Ericsson A2618 that the phone possessed start up and 
shutdown music and graphics (paragraph 4 lines 3-4) that were customizable by the user 
(paragraph 4 line 3). Inherently a starting key signal or ending key signal would trigger these 
multimedia displays. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to combine the teachings of the Ericsson A2618 with those of Moriai as modified 
by Kespohl et al. One skilled in the could easily allow for downloaded multimedia files to be 
selected as startup/shutdown files as taught by the Ericsson A26 18. The motivation for doing so 
is an improved experience for the user. 

Claim 16 is rejected for the same reason as claim 4. 

Claim 22 is rejected for the same reason as claim 4. 
8. Claims 5, 6, 17 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Moriai in view of Kespohl et al. as applied to claim 3, 12 and 21 above, and further in view of 
U.S. Patent No. 5,243,123 to Chaya. 

Regarding claim 5, it is well known in the art for numeral keys to be used to serve 
multiple purposes such as to start the playing of a multimedia file. For example, Chaya teaches a 
music player that reproduces music based on a key signal coming from a numeric keypad 
(column 3 lines 35-37). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of 
invention to combine this teaching with the system of Moriai as modified by Kespohl et al. This 
could easily be done in the software of the mobile so as to allow the user to input a number 
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corresponding to the multimedia file they wish to play. The motivation for doing so is to allow 
the user to directly input the file they wish to listen to. 

Regarding claim 6, the modification to arrive at claim 3 included a key signal coming 
from what can be considered a special key (element 100). 

Claim 17 is rejected for the same reason as claims 5 and 6. 

Claim 23 is rejected for the same reason as claim 5. 
9. Claims 7 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Moriai in 
view of Kespdhl et al. as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 
6,779,115 Bl to Naim. 

For claim 7, Moriai as modified by Kespohl et aL does not disclose storing the execution 
condition and the multimedia file as one file. 

In a related field of endeavor, Naim discloses a content distribution system, wherein 
content data includes an expiration date (column 9 lines 53-58). An expiration date can be 
considered to be an execution condition as it restricts the manner in which the user can execute 
the content. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of invention to 
include an expiration date in multimedia files as taught by Naim. One skilled in the art could 
easily modify the mobile terminal by setting the execution condition on the mobile (to delete 
expired files). Only unexpired files can be selected and thus any selection is in accord with the 
execution condition. One skilled in art could also easily modify the distribution server to include 
the execution condition in the package data sent to the mobile terminal. The motivation for doing 
this is to provide a variety of choices to consumers (i.e. as Naim describes in column 9 lines 55- 
56 this is in effect pricing tiers). 
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For claim 11, neither Moriai nor Kespohl et al. described the multimedia file containing 
video and audio data. In a related field of endeavor, Nairn discloses a content distribution system 
that includes provisions for transferring video (column 13 lines 31-32). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to incorporate this feature into 
a content distribution system. One skilled in the art could easily modify the system of Moriai as 
modified by Kespohl et al. to work with video (images+audio). The motivation for doing this is 
to diversify services offered to users. 

10. Claims 18-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Moriai in 
view of Naim. 

For claim 18, Moriai teaches an apparatus for providing multimedia service in a mobile 
terminal comprising: 

A package data generating part for generating a package data including a predetermined 
multimedia file (according to paragraph 84 lines 2-3 the distribution server holds content data — 
it is inherent that this data comes from somewhere thus it is inherent that the system has a 
package data generating part); and 

A package data managing part (fig. 6 304 in associated with 310 and 350) for storing the 
package data (paragraph 84 lines 2-3) generated from the package data generating part and for 
transmitting the package data (accomplished through fig. 6 350) to the mobile terminal according 
to a predetermined condition (paragraph 52 lines 2-3 — cell phone user 1 requesting a data 
distribution). 

For claim 18, Moriai discloses all the subject matter of the claimed invention with the 
exception of the package data including an execution condition. In a related field of endeavor, 
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Nairn discloses a content distribution system, wherein content data includes an expiration date 
(column 9 lines 53-58). An expiration date can be considered to be an execution condition as it 
restricts the manner in which the user can execute the content. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill at the time of invention to include an expiration date in multimedia files as 
taught by Nairn. One skilled in the art could easily modify the distribution server to include a 
part that would allow the inclusion of expiration dates on files. The motivation for doing this is 
to provide a variety of choices to consumers (i.e. as Naim describes in column 9 lines 55-56 this 
is in effect pricing tiers). 

For claim 19, element 304 of fig. 6 can be considered to be a database rnanaging module 
for storing the multimedia file. Furthermore, the module can be modified as taught by Naim to 
further serve as a package data generating module as it is well known in the art to modify content 
data to include an expiration date. Furthermore, it is inherent that databases store files through 
classified items, i.e. fields. • 

For claim 19, Moriai as modified by Naim discloses all the subject matter of the claimed 
invention with the exception of the multimedia file provider server transmitting files to the 
apparatus. 

Official notice is taken that it is well known in the art for a hierarchy to exist in content 
distribution services wherein the content is received from a higher level provider. Thus it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to arrange the 
network in such a configuration so as to receive the multimedia files from a central server. One 
skilled in the art could easily modify the system of Moriai to receive the files from a central 
server (if it does not already). The motivation for doing so is to allow central distribution of files. 
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Regarding claim 20, further consideration of Moriai leads to a oacjage data manging part 
comprising: 

A user information managing module (302) for managing a plurality of mobile terminals 
provided with multimedia services; 

A storing module (304) for storing a package data generated from the package data 
generating part; and 

A transmitting module (310 and 350) for transmitting the package data to the mobile 
terminal if the mobile terminal request the package data (paragraph 52 line 3) to be downloaded 
or if the latest downloading information passes a certain time when searching the downloading 

information. 

11. Claims 8, 9, 14 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Moriai in view of Kespohl et al. as applied to claims 1 and 13 above, and further in view of U.S. 
Patent Application Publication 2005/0064849 Al to Coppinger et al. 

Note: simple merged file is not a standard term in the art and will be interpreted to mean 
uncompressed. 

For claims 8 and 9, Moriai and Kespohl et al. are silent on whether compression is used. 
In a related field of endeavor, Coppinger et al. disclose content being distributed (paragraph 40 
lines 13-14) from a wireless gateway server (paragraph 40 line 1) to a wireless conmiunication 
device in either compressed or uncompressed form (paragraph 40 line 14) depending on the 
situation. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
vary the use of compression depending on the situation. These changes could easily be 
implemented through a compression module by one skilled in the art. The motivation for doing 
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so is the same as Coppinger et aL: either efficiency (transmission capacity) or reliabihty (less 
compression=more reliable) (paragraph 40 line 15). 

Claims 14 and 15 are rejected for the same reasons as claims 8 and 9. 
12. Claims 25 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Moriai, 
Kespohl et al. and Naim as applied to claim 7 above, and further in view of Coppinger et al. 

Note: simple merged file is not a standard term in the art and will be interpreted to niean . 
uncompressed. 

For claims 25-26, Moriai and Kespohl et al. are silent on whether compression is used. In 
a related field of endeavor, Coppinger et al. disclose content being distributed (paragraph 40 
lines 13-14) from a wireless gateway server (paragraph 40 line 1) to a wireless communication 
device in either compressed or uncompressed form (paragraph 40 line 14) depending on the 
situation. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
vary the use of compression depending on the situation. These changes could easily be 
implemented through a compression module by one skilled in the art. The motivation for doing 
so is the same as Coppinger et al.: either efficiency (transmission capacity) or reliability (less 
compression=more reliable) (paragraph 40 line 15). 

Conclusion 



13. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 
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14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nathan Mitchell whose telephone number is (571)270-31 17. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 7:30 AM to 5:00 PM EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Dang Ton can be reached on (571)272-3171. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
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